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DETAILED ACTION 

This Action is in regards to the Reply received on 03/15/2006. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to the application filed on 03/15/2006. No claims are 
amended. Claims 1-21 are pending. Claims 1-21 represent a method and apparatus for 
"distributing software features to a computer". 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 11, 12, and 13 have been 
carefully considered, but are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicant's arguments are 
deemed moot in view of the following new ground of rejection as explained here below, 
necessitated by Applicant remarks (i.e., the prior art reference does not teach a method 
wherein distributing software features to a computer wherein the plurality of different 
user profiles includes a first user profile for a first user of the computer and a second 
user profile for a second user of the computer) filed oh 03/15/2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 1, and 11-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hoyle (hereinafter Hoyle), Patent No. 6,771,290 B1. 

Regarding claim 1, Hoyle teaches a method of distributing software features to a 
computer being accessible with a plurality of different user profiles each one associated 
with a corresponding operating context (fig. 1; column 12, lines 24-27; column 3, lines 1- 
14), the method including the steps of: 

providing a distribution package including at least one item indicative of an 
activity for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer, at least one 
activity being defined as a user activity associated with at least one user profile, storing 
an indication of the at least one user activity on the computer, accessing the computer 
with a current user profile (column 12, lines 39-67; column 13, lines 1-11), and 

retrieving and executing each user activity associated with the current user 
profile in the corresponding operating context (column 13, lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 11, the combination Hoyle teaches a software distribution 
application for use in a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user 
profiles each one associated with a corresponding operating context (column 4, lines 7- 
61), the software distribution application including a distribution agent for receiving a 
distribution package including at least one item indicative of an activity for enforcing a 
corresponding software feature on the computer, at least one activity being defined as a 
user activity associated with at least one user profile and for storing an indication of the 
at least one user activity on the computer, and a user agent for retrieving and executing 
each user activity associated with a current user profile in the corresponding operating 
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context {column 12, lines 39-67; column 13, lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 12, the combination Hoyle discloses a system for distributing 
software features to a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user 
profiles each one associated with a corresponding operating context the system 
including means for providing a distribution package including at least one item 
indicative of an activity for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer), 
at least one activity being defined as a user activity associated with at least one user 
profile, means for storing an indication of the at least one user activity on the computer, 
means for accessing the computer with a current user profile, and means for retrieving 
and executing each user activity associated with the current user profile in the 
corresponding operating context {column 12, lines 39-67; column 13, lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination Hoyle teaches a system for distributing 
software features to a computer being accessible with a plurality of different user 
profiles each one associated with a corresponding operating context, the computer 
including a distribution agent for receiving a distribution package including at least one 
item indicative of an activity for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the 
computer, at least one activity being defined as a user activity associated with at least 
one user profile, and for storing an indication of the at least one user activity on the 
computer, a logon module for accessing the computer with a current user profile, and a 
user agent for retrieving and executing each user activity associated with the current 
user profile in the corresponding operating context {column 12, lines 39-67; column 13, 
lines 3-25). 
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Regarding claim 14, the combination Hoyle teaches the invention substantially 
as claimed. Aronberg discloses the method of claim 1 , but does not specifically teach in 
detail a method wherein the plurality of different user profiles includes a first user profile 
for a first user of the computer and a second user profile for a second user of the 
computer, and wherein the distribution package includes a first item indicative of a first 
user activity for enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer for the first 
user profile and a second item indicative of a second user activity for enforcing a 
corresponding software feature on the computerfor a second user profile(co/i;mn 12, 
lines 39-67; column 13, lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 15, the combination Hoyle teaches the method of claim 14, 
wherein the first user activity and the second user activity are different {column 12, lines 
39-67; column 13, lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 16, the combination Hoyle teaches the method of claim 14, 
wherein the first user activity is to enable a first software product on the computer for 
the first user profile, the second user activity is to enable a second software product on 
the computer for the second user profile, and wherein the first software product is not 
enabled on the computer for the second user profile Hoyle(co/umn 12, lines 39-67; 
column 13, lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 17, the combination Hoyle teaches the system of claim 12, 
wherein the plurality of different user profiles includes a first user profile for a first user 
of the computer and a second user profile for a second user of the computer, and 
wherein the distribution package includes a first item indicative of a first user activity for 
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enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer for the first user profile and 
a second item indicative of a second user activity for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer for a second user profile for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer for a second user profile (column 12, lines 39-67; 
column 13, lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 18, the combination Hoyle teaches the system of claim 17, 
wherein the first user activity and the second user activity are different {column 12, lines 
39-67; column 13, lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 19, the combination Hoyle teaches the system of claim 17, 
wherein the first user activity is to enable a first software product on the computer for 
the first user profile, the second user activity is to enable a second software product on 
the computer for the second user profile, and wherein the first software product is not 
enable on the computer for the second user profile (column 12, lines 39-67; column 13, 
lines 3-25). 

Regarding claim 20, the combination Hoyle teaches the computer program of 
claim 9, wherein the plurality different user profiles includes a first user for a first user of 
the computer and a second user profile for a second user of the computer, and wherein 
the distribution package includes a first item indicative of a first user activity for 
enforcing a corresponding software feature on the computer for the first user profile and 
a second item indicative of a second user activity for enforcing a corresponding 
software feature on the computer for a second user profile (column 12, lines 39-67; 
column 13, lines 3-25). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.SC 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 3, and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hoyle, in view of Austin et al (Austin) U.S. Patent No. 5,781 ,71 1. 

Regarding claim 2, the combination Hoyle teaches the invention substantially as 
claimed. Hoyle discloses the method of distributing software features according to 
claim 1 , wherein at least one activity is defined as a global activity associated with all 
the user profiles. However, Hoyle does not disclose a a method that further including 
the steps of: running a global agent outside the context associated with the current user 
profile, executing each global activity under the control of the global agent, running a 
user agent in an computer system during a logon to the computer with the current user 
profile, each user activity being retrieved and executed under the control of the user 
agent. 

In the same field of endeavor, Austin discloses "...a database, communicating 
with said document agent, for storing a plurality of user profiles with each user profile 
including a network attribute set for each of the network users, each attribute in each 
network user attribute set, having a corresponding vajue indicating one of the network 
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user's preferences with respect to a manner in which a set of image data is to be 
stored or processed by the document processing system; and prior to transmitting 
copies of the first and second job tickets from said document agent to said document 
manager, said distribution agent automatically designating, by reference to the 
database, a value to be provided for those attributes lacking a client programmed value 
..." [see Austin, column 6, lines 19-42]. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking 
art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Austin's teachings of a 
method of using a global and a user agent associated with the user profile, with the 
teachings of Hoyle, for the purpose of "...providing a very portable system that allows 
for downloading and use of a variety of software related information from a wide number 
of locations and a wide number of devices... " as stated by Hoyle in lines 46-50 of 
column 8. By this rationale claim 2 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 3, the combination Hoyle-Austin teaches the method according 
to claim 2, wherein the global agent runs on the computer in a logoff condition [see 
Hoyle; column 13, lines 13-40]. 

Regarding claim 8, the combination filed on Hoyle-Austin the method according 
to claim 1 , wherein the computer is a client workstation of a network, the method further 
including the step of receiving the distribution package on the client workstation from a 
server workstation through the network [see Hoyle, fig. 1, items 10, and 22; column 6, 
lines 45-61]. 

Regarding claim 9, the combination Hoyle-Austih teaches a computer program 
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directly loadable into a working memory of a computer for performing the method of 
claim 1 when the program is run on the computer [see Hoyle, column 6, lines 22-61]. 

Regarding claim 10, the combination Hoyle-Austin teaches a program product 
including a computer readable medium on which the program of claim 9 is stored [see 
Hoyle, column 6, lines 22-61]. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 4, 5, 6, and 7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Allowed claims 

8. Claim 21 below is ALLOWED. 

An apparatus for distributing software features to a workstation, wherein the 
workstation is accessible by using one of a plurality of user profiles associated with the 
workstation, and wherein the user profiles have associated operating context for 
defining an execution environment of the workstation; comprising: 

a logon module that controls access to the workstation to thereby initiate an 
operating context for a current user profile; 

. a network interface for receiving, from a provider of a software distribution 
package, a software distribution package that includes a list of items for enforcing a 
software feature on the workstation, each item having a first field which defines an 
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activity consisting of one or more instructions to be carried out for reaching a desired 
software configuration, a second field that defines the activity as a global or user 
activity, and one or more files for enforcing the software feature; 

a distribution agent that runs outside any operating context associated with user 
profiles of the plurality of user profiles; 

a global catalogue module, controlled by the distribution agent, which specifies 
global portions of each software feature that have been installed on and removed from 
the workstation; 

a user agent that performs searches in the operating contexts associated with 
the plurality of user profiles; 

a user catalogue module, controlled by the user agent, which specifies 
information on a status of each software feature in each of the operating contexts 
associated with the plurality of user profiles; 

an authorization list module that includes a series of records each having a first 
field identifying a software feature, a second field identifying one or more user profiles ' 
allowed to have this software feature enforced, wherein: 

the distribution agent, in response to receiving a software package via the 

network interface, executes all the actions of the software package identified as 

global actions and updates a status of corresponding software features in the 

global catalogue module; 

the user agent, in response to an initiatipn of the operating context 
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associated with the current user profile, retrieves status information for a 
software feature from the global catalogue Module, determines if the current user 
profile is allowed to have this software feature enforce, and extracts status 
information from the user catalogue module for the software feature of the 
software feature is allowed to be enforced for the current user profile; 

the user agent compares the status information from the global catalogue 
module to the status information from the user catalogue module and determines 
if any further action is necessary to enforce the software feature for current user 
profile; 

the user agent retrieves the instructions needed for enforcing the software 
feature for the current user profile if further action is determined to be necessary; 
and 

the user agent executes the retrieved instructions to thereby enforce the 
software feature for the current user profile and updates status information for the 
software feature in the user catalogue module. 

Reasons for Allowance of claim 21 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance of claim 21 : 
the closet prior art of record ((Hoyle and Austin ) donot teach nor suggest in detail an 
authorization list module that includes a series of records each having a first field 
identifying a software feature, a second field identifying one or more user profiles 
allowed to have this software feature enforced, wherein: 
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the distribution agent, in response to receiving a software package via the 
network interface, executes all the actions of the software package identified as 
global actions and updates a status of corresponding software features in the 
global catalogue module; 

the user agent, in response to an initiation of the operating context 
associated with the current user profile, retrieves status information for a 
software feature from the global catalogue Module, determines if the current user 
profile is allowed to have this software feature enforce, and extracts status 
information from the user catalogue module for the software feature of the 
software feature is allowed to be enforced for the current user profile; 

the user agent compares the status information from the global catalogue 
module to the status information from the user catalogue module and determines 
if any further action is necessary to enforce the software feature for current user 
profile; 

the user agent retrieves the instructions needed for enforcing the software 
feature for the current user profile if further action is determined to be necessary; 
and 

the user agent executes the retrieved instructions to thereby enforce the 
software feature for the current user profile and updates status information for the 
software feature in the user catalogue module, 
(see the enabling portions of Applicant's specification, pages 3-4, and 16-18). So as 
indicated by the above statements, Applicant's arguments have been considered 
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persuasive, in light of the claim limitations as well as the enabling portions of the 
specification. 



Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's Request for Reconsideration filed on 03/15/2006 has been carefully 
considered but is not deemed fully persuasive. However, because there exists the 
likelihood of future presentation of this argument, the Examiner thinks that it is prudent 
to address Applicants 1 main points of contention. 

The prior art reference of Aronberg, Discavage, and the PCT reference have 
been removed based on the remarks made by application, naming 11 the prior art of 
record does not disclose a distribution package that includes at least one activity that 
defines a user activity associated with at least one user profile and and indication of the 
at least one activity is stored on the user computer. New prior art of Hoyle teaches this 
limitation and the claim and the combination Hoyle-Austin discloses the claimed 
limitations as specified above. 
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Conclusion 



10. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE NON-FINAL. Any inquiry concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from examiner should be directed to Jude 
Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571) 272-3914. The examiner can normally be 
reached oh Monday-Thursday and every other Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding Is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
9000. 

Jude Jean-Gilles 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 




April 7, 2006 




